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SIRONS LANYARD SECUR 


te. FYI. RECENT TECHNICAL DECISIONS HAVE RESULTED IN AN ABSENCE 





OF C&MOUFLAGE ON TRE PAYLOAD KLUGE. & PAINT PATTERN OF YHITE 


yy 


STRIPES IN VARYING WIDTHS iS BEING APPLIED TO ATTAIN DESIRED THERMAL 
CONTROL COMDITIONS. CONTRACTOR ADVISES THAT RED AND BLACK TAPE 
PREVIOUSLY APPLIED TC VEHICLE SURFACE IS NG LONGER ACCEPTABLE 
ECHNICALLY AS IT TENDS TO DEGRADE THERNAL CONTROLS AND MAY POSSIBLY 
= CAUSE GF STREAKING ON FILM AS A RESULT OF PEALING OFF SURFACE. 
iWVESTIGATIONS NOW BEING CONDUCTED BY CONTRACTOR TO UTILIZED THERMAL 
AND NGNCTHERMAL PAINT PATTERNS AS CAMOUFLAGE WHEREVER APPROPRIATE. 
THERMAL EXPERTS INDICATE THAT SUCH APPLICATION IS MOST LIMITED IF 
ESTRED CONTROL CONDITIONS ARE TO BE ATTAINED. AS RESULT VEHICLES 
CURRENTLY SCHEDULED FOR FLIGHT IN NEAR FUTURE PROBABLY WILL NOT HAVE 
BENEFIT OF COMPLETE BISGUISE. HOWEVER ANTICIPATE SATISFACTORY SOLUTIOt 


“ly NEAR FUTURE THROUGHK EUDICIOUS USE OF PAINTS AND PATTERNS WITHIN 
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Declassified and Released by theNRG 





\n Accordance with F. O. 12958 
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Latest imputs as fol ws: 
Re camouflage - I have had several 
sessions with the contractor, in- 
cluding thermal types. We have now 
come up with a design that can be 
placed on Le2 and subsequent vehicle. 
They state that tape (used in past) 
no longer acceptable.Also there is 
problem that over application of 
paint tends to degrade thermal con- 
trol.Am most confident that problem 
can be licked and that we will still 
be able to achieve a satisfactory 


or at least acceptable disguise pate 
tern. 


Re photo review at VAFB. Received 
indications that none has been tak- 
ing place wnless there is specific 
reason i.e, malfunction,etc. Further 
indications that there have been 
photos taken which showed sensitive 
areas of vehicle. confirms 
that no set procedure in effect at 
VABB for review of launch photos. 


Intend to send TWX , Ss 
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7 May 1963 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD 


SUBJECT: Security Incident 


le During mating exercise of Lanyard=1 on the night of 15/17 March 1963, 
it was discerned that the door of the payload kluge had not been properly 
camouflaged. The longitudenal therma paint patterns had been placed on the 
luge, however, they ran up to the d or and along side but not across. ailure 
to continue the stripes across the door zreatly emphasized and hish-lizhted 
the presence of the main L door. The operational schedule would not allow any 
correction to be made without causing a delay of the flight. The decision was 
made not to attempt to remedy the situation due to the various tasks then 
being considerably behind schedule and the unfeasibility of painting the 
adjitional patterns while at the pad. 


2. Upon return to the A/P 7acility on 1¢ March the matter was brought 
to the attention o<@MMM Manazer, LYSC/AP. Inquiries as to why 
the kluge was not camouflazed wers maie and he was informed verbally by the 
Project Yesijent Security 0’ ficer that there was a definite security requirement 
for deception marings. de agreed that the matt-r required imm diate attention 
and that it would be corrected? at once. The writer requested that he be informei 
of what measures were decided on to appropriately camouflage the payload kluze. 
“rom time to time since that J: te TT 12s been queried rezarding the 
situation. The contractor has responded with alacrity and has provided 
interign means of disguising the sensitive features of the kluze. He is 
procuring a type of gold paint and other colors for this use. Attainment of 
proper thermm conditions requires appropriate application, amount, and type 
= of paint. Cpinions were advanced from these quarters that the black and red 
tape formerly placed on the kluze interferred with the precise requirements 
of the thermg condition. In ad‘ition, streaking of the payload on M-19 was 
attributed to the possibilit’ that it was caused by the camouflaze tape peeling 
es irom the skin. As a result a decision was made to remove the camouflage 
De. In so doing, however, the contractorg failed to review this decision 
thi the Project Security Representative or to provide a suitable substitute 
ereby resulting in the Lel kluge not being properly camou*laged. 
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that he had heard a rumor to the e“fect that Procram Director, 
LMSC/SV, had seen a photocraph of the L-l lift-off, showing the vehicle minus 
the cooling blanket. The photozraph purportedly showed the outline of the main 
door, That afternoon the writer viewed a set o° color prints o* which one 

photo showed the vehicle as described above. However, the door was not clearly 
discernable and there is some question whether an unwittine viewer would be 

able to state that a door existed on the vehicle. However, the failure to bring 
the thermp.print pattern across the door definately emphasized the blank area 
and an astute observer could surmise the existence of a door. The photozraph 

in question had the following inscription stamped on the back: Douglas Aircra?t 
Corp., Santa Monica, California, Dep 4-346, Color Photo Laboratory, Color Print 
Number DAC11236. 


3. On the morning of 1 May 1963, the writer was n@ by Col. “urpoy 


he The writer immediately contacted QB ani requested that he 
make appropriate inqueries concerning the release of these photos by SSD and 
any other information concerning the matter. It was also suzpested that the 
photo review procedure be re-examined. In addition, LMSC/AP Management was 
again requested to take every step to insure that there would be no re-occurance 
of the problem. QQRRRMBMMB reported back that the matter was beinz investigated 
by 35D and that the photos had been taken by a USAF photo unit. After printing 
they had been sent to aatée- and distribution was made by them. The number 
of copies made of the photos was not known immediately. He further stated that 
inquiries were being made as to why the reviewer released the photo and why it 
had not been classified. The review and release procedures were also being 
re-examined in lizht of this inciijent. 


5. In sumary the incident was caused by a serics of failures on the 
part of: 


a. The contractor to inform the Project 2esitent Security O7*icer 
that the camouflage was beinz deleted. 


b. The contractor to substitute other types of markings to @“fect 
diszuises of the more sensitive factors of the payload kluge. 


: , , Tra oo 
ce The USAF reviewer in not recognizing @ compromising nature on 
the photo. 


de The USAF reviewer in releasing the photo as unclassified without 
any restrictions as to its distribution. 


It mizht be added that the photozraphs also pictured very clearly the 
TAT feature on the Thor. It is most probable that this information also falls 
into a classified category. At this writinz the undersioed is continuing to 
monitor the situation and remain in close contact with QB Project 
Headquarters has be-n appraised of the matter by telecon and this office plans’ 
to renit a copy o* the final report to them. 
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